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bi E FIRES 45 Dr. ciel Way 
are wont violently to object againft 


8 855 


B 


. <2 inconfiftent with it ſelf; that it 
makes Three GODS; and, that 


as Supreme GOD on to "I Father, is Idolatry. 

But it is eaſy to anſwer theſe Allegations, and to 
ſatisfy an impartial Reader, that the only Founda- 
tion of them is, Men's not conſidering what is the 
common Faith. In order therefore to vindicate it, 
ic will be neceſſary to explain it, as far as it is capa- 


ble of an Explication: 
I hope it will not be expected, that I ſhould fiate 


the Opinion of every particular Chriſtian about this 


Matter ; ir will be enou h, if 1 lay down what 
5 vo * Liz 
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che common Opinion, That it is 


the Workhip of the Son and Spirit, 


—— 


—— 


EY 


1 3 


bf Writers on this Argument conftantly teach: And 
this 1 call the common Faith; which I ſhal) explain i in 

the Words of our moſt celebrated . urid and re- 

vdec the en 0% 
Nn 


- H. 6 is bur ane, Angle 
In all are agtged?” "The ng ul 
Sal axon, Spirit, 4 . As c. Body 
ſcribe : rs Pot Ac At Londen, Ger, ove 
= Dabainoos in h Hip: e this 
Animadverſions, &c. p. 134, 149, And even Dr. 
Sherlock, who has been accuſed of holding Three di. 
ſtinct Spirits i in the Deity, expreſly declares the con. 
trary, in a Pamphlet intitled. The Diſtinct ion between 
real — nominal Forres examin'd, His Words 


are, 61. +. This Faith of æh 
ck: Chick, rh de A eg fer 


ſons, each of bb is Mind and Spirit, are one 
5 the ſame infinite and eternal Spirit eſſential- 
© ly one Spirit. See likewiſe his Vindication, &c. 
p.6 5 Mr. How aſſerts the ſame in his Calm Inquiry, 


17, © We haveno better efinitiop of 
Th than t that He is 4 Spirit e e, f . 
Ill: The Father, Son For Word], and H 


are this' One God, "this One infinite Spirit. There 
js no heed of articular Gitatipns bete; ſince: dis 
known, That tile Confeſſions of all the Reforpy'd, 

= The Popith Churches, agree in this. 
on 85 Word] was 1 incarnate, and died 


1 85 is hs Sum of the commonly receiv'd * 
of the Trinity, and of the Incarnation, The Expli- 
cation; which Divines have ventured to give Lk it, 
comes hext to be conſider l. 

They uſually call the Father, Son, and $ irit, 

ee Perſons; but have taken care, at the ſame 
Time, to let the World know, that they uſe this 
Word, ** not in the Senſe in which i it is oppli 


— 


| Shertock himſelf obſerves, Findicas. p. 1 


X93 | 1 

They do not mean (aa Dr. 
d.) That the 
ſacred Three are ſeparated, or divided, from each 


ed to created Being. 


<-other, as Peter, James, and Jabs are 3 but only 


(as Biſhop Burnet ſays XY « That every one of that 
© Bieffed Fhree has a peculiar Difin&tion 3 in himſelf, 

11 which he is truly difforent from the ather two. 
Mr: Moore, after Archbiſhop Tiltorſon, explains the 
Word" Perſant', by Diſtinitions,; and Differ eures. 
© There are (ys he )'#hree Differences. in the 
* Deity, which the Scripture ſpeaks of, by the 
Names of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt — I 
© the one Godhead there may be Niſtinct ions ſuf- 
© ficient to found the Doctrine of a Trinity.“ The 


Author of Arias derer places this Difference in a 


«if fron Relation l. Mr. Pitts explains the Word, 
the . between Father, and Son 5 


1 5 Aut hor of Texts of Scripture compar'd, &e. de- 


clares, p. 43. that by Perſons, he means, Three Dif- 
ferences in one undivided Godhead. But after all it 
muft be own'd, as it is by Mr. Pitts +, That the 

Words, Perfon, or Per ſonal, are in this Caſe-made 

© uſe of by us, becauſe we have not a better Word to 
05 expreſs our ſelves by; nor are we ſo fond of it, as 
to de tenacious of it, if a better can be offer?d.” 
However „ the Word, Perſon, is not without a 
Meaning. The . — receiv'd Account of it is 
this; 55 Perſon of the Bleſſed Trinity is the God- 


head as ſubſiſting with and under ſuch a certain 


" © Mode or Relation . But ras willbe farther clear . 


= _ — — 


an , we pn AL. CY 
„* 


* Aa 1 . p. PY 43 * 

1 Calm Defence, p. 10. 4 | 

Edit. 2. p. 29, 36. 
; 1 N the proper Divinity, &c. P. 10. 

bid. 

ll South's Am Animadverſions, p. 242; 297, 295, Nye's Do#rine 

7 * Trinity, p 26, 27. . p 
when 


A 


(6) 
when 1 ſhall have explain'd the common Doctrine 
concerning the three . Wenne, by which 1 
proceed, 6Y 
Mr. Me aſſures us * , that © the carrent Expats. 
© tion Catholick Writers, is as follows, The 
* firſt-Perſon. of the Trinity is Vnbegotten Mind, or 
g „ Original Wiſdom, call d = Father. Next is the 

© Logos, reflex or begotten Wiſdom, generated, by 
© GOD's.contemplating and knowing his own Fer- 
* feftions, which is named the Sov; Laſtly, The 
Divine Volition or Love, GOD's eternal Spiration 
of Love towards himſelf, on. that Account. fitly 
calfd the Spirit. They do not mean, however, that 
meer Miſdom, or Knowledge, or Love in GOD, is 
a Perſon ; but each of theſe Properties, as it i un- 
derſtood with, or as it includeth the Divine Nature, 
or Godhead, with all its Attributes and Perfecłi- 
ons, is rightly call'd a Perſon, and a Divine Per- 
© ſon.” Dr. Sherlock fully agrees in the ſame; ©* Theſe 
* are (ſays he ||) the true and proper Characters of 

the. diſtin Perſons in the ever Bleſſed Trinity. 
The Father is original Mind and Wiſdom; the 
© Son, the Word and Wiſdom of the Father, that. is, 
© the reflex Knowledge of himſelf; the Holy Ghoſt 
that Divine Love which Father and Son have for 
© each other. All Men know that this is the con- 
* Kant Language of the Fathers,” Another Author 

expreſſeth it thus: © The Trinity is One living, 
eternal, infinite Spirit; conſider'd under this three- 
fold Diſtinction, Unbegotten, Begotten, and Pro- 
© ceeding ; or Original Mind which is unbegotten, 
© Reflex Wiſdom which is generated, and Divine 
© Love which proceeds. Original Mind being un- 
8 begotten is therefore named the Father : a In 


* 


. 
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* Nye's Do#rine of the Holy Trinity, p. 19. 
ſ| Vindication, p. 130. 


wins 


* 
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C7) 
4 Wiſdom, being manifeſtly” generated by o 


v eternal Mind, is calld the 2 The laſt 2 a 


* Spiration of GOD, has therefore the Appellation 

© of Holy Spirit, p. 21. It would be endleſs to 
tranſcribe the Words of the other Writers on this 
Subject: And it would be needleſs too, ſince tis 
well known, that all, who have treated elaborately of 
it, have expreſy'd themſelves in the ſame Manner, 
as Hooker, Baxter, South, Stilling fleet, Burnet ||, with 
a long &c. And this they declare to be the 
univerſally receiv/d Explanation of the Doctrine of the 
Holy Trinity. 

The common Doctrine of the Incarnation is aa 
to be confider'd. Biſhop Burnet * explaihs the Union 
of the eternal Word to a Human Nature, thus: *The 
© Word aſſumed the Mar into ſuch ah inward and 
© immediate Oeconomy, that it did always actuate 
© iNuminate, and conduct him, as we perceive our 
* Souls do our Bodies The learned Mr. Nye's 
Words are much the ſame; -+ Concerning our Sa- 

* viour, ve are not to think of him as.a meer Man : 
© He is GOD-Man: Man in ry vi of his reaſonable 
© Soul and Human Body ; God in . reifes of the in- 
a * dwelling Divinity. Which is not to be underſtood 

© only of an ae (aſſiſting) Preſence and In- 
© dwelling, as in the Prophets ; but of ſuch an Uni- 

© on of the Humanity to the Divinity, that the for- 
© mer is always under che Illumination and Condutt 
© of the other: And the Divinity doth conftantly exert 
* the Divine Attributes and Perfections, in and 65 
the Hyman Nature.” Another Author expreſſeth 
it thus: The Lord Chrift is God and Man.” He is 
© Man in reſpett of his reaſonable Soul, and Human 
& 2 God in reſpect of God in lum: Or more 


2 _ — a * 


1 Burnet's * Diſcourſes 2 99. 
een, 
1 Toe Pocfrins of the Holy Trinity, P. 42. 5 
5 4 . - 1 1 : p Scho- 


68) 

„ Seholaftically, in reſpeſt of the Hy; tienl,, 
« Petfonal Union of the Humanity of brit if ih 
© the Divinity, By which the Catholick Chajeh 
© means, The Divinity was not only ecc« onal 9 . * 2 
7 ing unto, but was and is always in 1 Dun 
* ratings, eonduffing, | and actuating 
And again, p. 25; The Lord ik is pr? 854 
© becauſe the Divinity it felf did dwell] j in xe a 
© aga Man in his Houſe, but as the Soul in t Body 
« that is to ſay, couſt autly illuminating, ebd. 
and actuating him, nay and exerting in him the 
© moſt glorions Effetts of Omniſcience and Omnipo- 
* tence, the principal Attributes of the Divinity. 
Some expreſs this Incarnation by the Union of the 
Diity, and Human Nature ||]. Others exp lain it by 
tbe Relation of the Divine WORD to the 1 5 N. 
ture; in which, Me. Euty obſerves, Divine. 

ve placed it x. And however lea 40 Men may 
uſe-Forms of Expreſſion a little diere erent from. one 
another in this Cafe zyet their Jud ment is the ig 
and they are a} exactly agreed in the Thing it ſelf. 
From this juſt and plain Account, ef the com - 
mon Doctrine of the Trinity, and Incarnatign, any 
one may eaſily ſee, how to anſwer the Objections of 
Tritheiſm, Idolatry * e Contradict ion, thay; ure 
brought 31 inſt ik. 

It is plain, this S$aheme doth not Mule the Sacred 
Three to be Three Gods: Since all the Defenders 
of it deelare, they are but One ſingle Bein but 
One infivite Spirit > which can be but One G0 Obs. 

The Worſhip of this Trinity is not Idolatry 
2s much as here are not more Divine Ob 8 of 
. aer than nde but thy Hams GOD, (be 


> kf 


— — 


j Moore's Calm 2 p. 15, 54h 44, 17. Pies Tra, 
p. 14, 15. 100 
* Enty's Defence, p. 62, 


(9) 


© ſame individual Spirit) worſhipped under the ſe- 
* yeral Diſtinctions, or Differences, that are in him &. 
And it is obvious, that this Faith is not attended 
with Self. Contradiction. For it does not make 
Three Spirits to be One Spirit; 3 but only teaches us, 
That in the One Divine Being, or Infinite Spirit, 
there are Three Differences, Diſtiuctions, or Rela- 
tions, commonly call'd Perſons. . 
But there is one Obje&ion more aal. this Doc- 
trine, which is often urged by its Adverſaries, viz. 
That it is Sabellian, and Socinian. Mr. Peirce, in his 
Anſwer, juſt now. publiſh'd, to Mr. Emy's Truth and. 
Liberty &c. has advanced this Charge in feveral 
Places. Thus, p. 34- © I do not think (ſays he) that 
© [the Socini an,] arg worſe than thoſe, who in Words 
Vaſſert [the Holy Ghoſt], to be a Perſon, but in 
their Account of the Matter do deny it, while 
, they make him to be no diſtinct Being.“ "Again, 
51. Mr. Enty's Notions do in the main, | think, 
4 fall in with thoſs of the Socinians.” . And a gain, 
„110, © He cannot be more perſwaded that l am 
in the Notions of Ariu, than 1 am, that he is in 
the Notions of Sabellius. | 
That the Reader. may underſtand Mr. Peirce's 
Charge the better, I wil} do him the Juſtice, to own, 
That he does not ſpeak of the peculiar Notions and 
Interpretarions of Soc inis himſelf, hut of choſe Uni- 
tarians, who were accounted his Diſciples, and were 
commonly... calld,, by their. Adverſaries, after his 
Name. Theſe, as themſelves tell us +, nerer 
were 1a the Sentiments of Socinus, or the Soc inians; 
' Yer they did not always decline the Name; be- 
Foe in interpreting many Texts of Scripture, 
ey could not but apptove and follow the Judg- 


” 1 * 8 „ 0 
aL — — _ — 
— — * 
. 
; 


Nye / Doctrine, 9 p. 39. | 15-1 
q Te Agreement of the Unitrians, &c. p. 3. Cel. :. 
B ; 


© ment 


5 C0) 8 
© ment of Crotiu, who was Seciniatr af} over.” And 
agreeably to this Dr. Waterland obferves *; that *our 
© Engliſh Unitariany have been filſÞrefinivg upon the 
© S1cimian Scheme, and baye brought it ſtill nearer 
© to Sabellianiſm. Theſe are the Socinians that Mr. 

Peirce means, as | gather from his Paſſages put to- 

, gether, in which the Notions of Sabellians and Soci- 
niang are ſuppoſed tobe the ſame, - CO PS 
No I will readily grant Mr. Peirce, that if the 
commonly reteiv'd Doctrine be the ſame with that 
of the Sabelli ans, and Socini ant, it is an unanſwerable 
Objection againſt the Truth of it; fince Socini aniſm 
is certainly as falſe as the Goſpel is true. And upon 
Suppoſition, that Mr. Enry's and Mr. Peirce's Charges 

 «#gainft one another" be well grounded, viz. That the 

one is an Arian, andthe other a Socinian, I will yield 
alſo, that Mr. Eney is the far worſe Heretick, accord- 
ing to the judicious Obſer vation of the learned Dr. 

Wat erland 4, whoſe Words are: © If 1 may give a 

© Judgment of the two Schemes ¶ Sabeillian, arid Ari- 

© 1]: The Sabellian appears to be the neater of the 

„two, and moſt conſiſtent with it ſelf: The Arian 

© is more pious and modeſt, tender of degrading the 

Son of GOD too far. As Men grow bolder, and 

© more learned in Fereſy, they will, very probably, 

ebe drawing nearer and nearer to the Sabellians.” 

And again ||, * The Ari Interpretation [of John l. 

1, 2, 3.] appears better than either [the Sabelllian, 

© of that of Socinus } as coming nearento rhe true one. 

The Arian is more pious, and more modeſt than the 

Sabellian, or Socims : As the firſt degrades the Sort of 

GOD only to a Super-angelical Creature: Whereas 

Secimus degrades Him'to a mere Man; and the bes- 


2 3 * 1 
G Pane 5 . ⅛ !— — —ũ——Eà—ĩꝑ— — — — —— 
* Vindication, p. 4 
F a SB 7, 50 
f 38. A 
1 Sermors, p. 14. — N . 
M 3 = 
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Citations were from a kuown and profels'd Secivien ; 


(11) 

u ton nere Name; which is next to nothing. Thus I 
have fairly ſer the ObjeCtion againſt the common No- 
tion, before the Reader; and again own, that if it 

be the ſame with the Doctrine of the Sabolli ans, it is 

undoubtedly an Error. It remains then, that we 


anden can be pleaded to che Charge. 
- But before the Reader prooesds, I muſt defire Nina 


to ask his oon Conſcience, whether (while he was 
reading the Explications of the common Falch which 
| before cited) 15 did not think they were all quoted 
from Men truly Orthodox. You know you a 
one Explication as well as another, tho 


proved 
them 
equally Catholick, and exactly alike; and wers per- 
ſanded, that che ſeveral Authors were allofithe 


fame Judgment: Thus you judged; '\whawybawwere 


free from Prejudice 1 454 — yo vught 
to judge ſtill. Yet, Laſſure the Reader, ſome of the 


| mean thoſe in p. 6, 7, 8. where | mention d Another 
Author, without referring to the Book from whence 
they were taken; But now [ think ſit to let the Rea- 
der know, that it is a Pamphlet intitled, The Agree- 
ment of the Unitarians with the Catholick Church, print. 
ed in the Vear 1699). Hence it is evident, that 
the preſent common Faith is no other than what the 
Socinians have taught long ago, I do not charge the 
Church of England with Svcinianiſm, ſince the has, 
in her publick Liturgy; repreſented the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, as Three diſtinct, proper Perſons : 


vet if che Reader will pleaſe toreview * fore · cited 


Explications, he will be ſatisſied, that the Socmnians 
are exactly as Orthodox as Biſhop Burset, Mr. Mye, 
Dr. Sherlock, and the Aſſemblies at Weſtminſter, Lon- 


on and Exeter. 
To confirm this, 1 ſhall lay beface the Reaker ſome 


further Paſſages of the Fx mention d Pamphlet, 


which will not ſuffer any to doubt of the Agreement. 


This + mw ſays, p. 6. 11 Queſtion R 
the 


lad * — är 


(12) 


the Teiniteians end Unitarians ) is not at all cou- 

. *.cerning three Perſens, or three Stbſiſtengies in God; 

| © Dot w hetber therelare three Sulit auces, three eter- 

: * nal Minds and Spirits ? We deny the latter with 

| the whole Catlialick Ghurch, againſt the Realiſts: 
We never queſtion u the former, Perſens, or Sub- 

ſſſtenrits , ler lon» e Perſons and Subfiſt envies art ta- 

© eo: e Sporiesy: Minds, 8 Again, 5. 19. 

Jam perſwaded, that the Queſtiong concerning the 

8 Trinity; the Divinity of out Saviour, and the In- 
© Carnation, ſo long oom roverted between the Church 
© 0 the Uniterians, area Strife moſtly about U, 

* and Terms, hings and Realities.” bis he 

enn 7421-20 ＋ — (ſays he). -are as 
ſound Cathol ichs as any other Denominat ien of 

„Chrigiens whatſoever. hey believe the Trinity 
* before, ſaid ; even ane indiijed, ſpiricunl Subſtance, 

a with its three Ptoperties, Unbegotten, Begotten, 

_ © and: Prhceeding t One eternal Spirit, under the 

: triple Diftinftiop of Original Mind, Kefer fm, 
and Divine Leue. They approve of it, 

c „ lirft. of theſe being: Uindegott ar; the ſecond Geterde 
"ted, and the third à Spiration 3-they. be rherefore 
{calf d Father, Son, and Spirit. Indeed the Tetms, 
* Trinity, and Perſia, are unſcriptural ; but we ac: 
: cept them according to the Explioarion- by the 
Church: That is, as the Catholick Church has: (in 
the manner aforeſaid) explain d her ſelf concetn- 
ing che three Perſons of the Trinity, We have 
therefore no Difference with the Church; but only 
„ with the Rpaliſts, who are 3 few En lil Writers, 
* thar rg departed from the Poftrine of the Ca- 
" tholjck Church, and are ſuppoſed to have taught, 

that the Trinity is three diſtinct,, infinite Spirits, 

Farther, the fame Author aſſurs us, p. 24. That 
* whether you call theſe Eſacred Three] Properties, 

© Modes, Relations, perſons, Relative Subſiften- 

cies, of ought: the like ; we. Cl will not 
' £ con- 


a ” E © HAS A. ß ee 


| | 


+ caotond- wich the Church: For dt bei 


7 K. 7 „ 8 5. Yu SHB 


(33) — | 
5 * . - 

Cas all know”tis}-thar-$bey-are not dĩſtinit . 
© divers: Spirits: and Aindi, fevera} Subſt antes 5: but 


© ove iuſinite Subſtance, Mind, Spirit and Being, 
- f with ona only Uuderſtanding, Will, and Energy's 


* it is plain that the Unity of God is ved; 
that che Terms uſed are only:obſdlere and odd, | 
but imply no Fal ſhood, nor any real Inno tatiqn in 

* Religion, Again, & 32, 33. When we ſpeak of 
a Trinity, every Body knows, the Queſtion is hot 
congerning the Dern, Trimry ror three (Divine. 
* Pexfons; but concerning what: we ſhould mean by 
the Word Per ſon, er Trinity. If you make the 
FTrinity (or three Divins Berſbns) to be oÞly:three 
Attributes of God, Wiſdom, -Goodneſs, and Fü 
* ar, as ſome do Or if you ſay, they are only three 
© external Relations of God to his Creatures, vi. 
Fhat he is their Creator; Redeemer, and Santis 
{ fier ; as others have taught, and were applauded 
alſo for it: Or if the thiee Perſons are cad three 
f relavrue Subſiſtengies, relative: Modes, or Rylmioms, 
which are not ſo many diſtioct Beings, Spirits, or 
individual Subſtances, but only Properties, or Af- 
© feftions of @ Spirit, Being, or Subſtance; as gene- 
rally they are named and deſcribed: Or if (yet 
mare particularly) they are Original Mind, Reflex 
' Wiſdow, and the Eternal Spiration of Divine Love; 
as ſome af tlie Fathers, Ad the Divines of the 
Schools have aſſirm'd: Or if Men will in effect ſay 
* nothing at all, but only name them three — 1 
' or the Three, or the Holy Three ; which are Words: . 
* without any certain Senſe: Hitherto, tis plain, there 
is no Controverſy with the Unit arians ; For none of 
' theſe Explications of a Trinity are any way con- 
trary to the Unity of God, as believed hy them: 
They themſelves admit , or ay of theſe Exzpli-' 
cat ions. ln very deed, to be a true Uni» 


{ tarian Lor Socinian] a Man need only to UE 


, *. 


(149 

A the Divine Perſons are not three intelligent Being, 

[ <*3xh&y are but ove intelligent Being. For, this being 
| * granted, che Unitarians [or Socinians] have gain td 
ö Ni 211 5 5 | contend'for ;| becauſe: i but one Divine 
«0: Perſos mean, bur one —— 2 Being. And 

above il this the ame Writer adds, 'p/ — > Seil. 
© I ngfieer, and "Wallis interpret che 
* Creed; and then believe it; that is, — it 
+ according to theit own Senſe of ic. And fo do we 
© [Socinient} ; that is, we believe it, according to the 

© Senſe) THEY — it.“ And then l am ſure 
they to be eſteem'd as Brethren by the De: 
„ thodok. Neither is this the Mind of — Author 
|/ alone; but of the whole Body of Socini ans alſo, as he 
| «fares us, p. 27. It 7 (ay he) by this Declarati- 
1 on of our Meaning, that all our Books (paſt or to 
come) are to be interpreted. And the Writer of 
the Account of Air. Firmin's Religion tells us, that 
Mr. Frmis cauſed this Pamphlet to be conſider'd by 
ſome of the principal Vit ani ans in Exglanil: and he 
and they approved” it, p. 5. And to confirm the 
Truth of what he fays; be declares his Sincerity in 
many Places, particularly, p. 17. 1 have now an- 
© fwer'd ( ſays be) concerning all che Articles of 
our Religion, with Sincerityi; withoyt any the 
*-Jeaft Diſguiſe, or cen or imyſual Meanili, 
or Meanings. 
To this Author l ſhall add eh Teſtimony of one 
Site more, whoſe Book is intitled, Conſiderati - 
n an the Explications of the Doftrine of the Trinity, It 
printed 1694. © Lis evident (fays he, p. 45.) that If 
the nominal Trinitarian [WhO believes God to be 
"2 One ſingle Being, or Spirit] can hold the Divinity, Ml * 
or the Incarnation of our Saviour, in no ottter if 5 
0 Sense, but as the 'Sociniatis hold it.“ And p. 67. “ 
5 in mbrt; the nominal Trinitarians differ from us, Id 
only in this; that they uſe the Terms of the Or. I 
thodoꝝ in an Unitarian,” [or Sorini an] — = t 
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Theſe Wicnellesare; I think, ſufficierit Evideroes | 
in the Caſe : Since being themſelves Socinians, they 
unqueſtionably knew the Opinions of their ownParty, 
However, | ſhall ſummon in two others, who were 
their profeſſed: Adverſaries; to atteſt; the ſame 
Thing; * they are Dr.- Sherlock, and Mr. How. 
The Doctor (in a Pamphlet intitled, be Diſßintt ian 
between real and nominal Trinitarians examin d, printed 
1696.) ſays, p. 12. Tho the Ni and Stei- 

nian differ in ſome Terms of Speech; yet the 8 
* cinians ſay, and I think very truly, that chere it no 
conſiderable Difference in their Faith, as 
ſtate it. And again, p. 13. Such a Trinity as is 

reconcilable with Socinianiſm, . as all theſe Men 

* own a nominal Trinity to be, can never be the 
Chriſtian Faith, unleſs Seien be Chriſtianity,” 
Mr. How declares the ſame, though in a milder 
Way: Doth not this civil, or merely reſpective 
. Notion of a Perſon [ſignifying that Diſtinction 
(whatever it be) by which the three Perſons are 
* diftinguiſh'd each from other, p. 100. ] the other 1 
| [of a rational Suppoſitum,- or intelligent Agent, 1 

1 99.] being left, fall in with the Arti- trinitari- 
* ans? Will it not "make us Unitarians only ? Es. 
Calm Enquiry, p. 105. 01/4 

But what need. is thore to eite Evidences' in 66 
plain a Caſe? Whoever hath Eyes, may eaſily ſee 
the full Agreement between the Notions of the S- 
cinians, and of the preſent and paſt Orthodox. (as 
they unjuſtly call themſelves), by comparing the 
Paſſages I before quated from their o reſpective? 
Writings; which ſeem to be borrow'd: from one ano- 
ther, and were uſed by the Sacini ant ſeveral Tears 
before the Orthodox Mr. Nye writ his Diſcourſe... 
All the Orthodox Writers, without one Exception, | 
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declare, That the one GOD is but one ſingle Spi- 
rit: And you have heard the Socinians profeſs, 


this 3 is the very Thing for which they _— 
n 


1 
And che Writer of Mr, Firnun's Life agrees with 
his Brethren in ſay ing, p. 18. Grant to them, 
. thar GOD is one infinite Mind or Spirit, not two 


r three; they demand no more. And While 
you keep to this, you cannot ſay one Thing about 
three Petſons in GOD, conſiſtent with this Princi- 
ple, but hat they can ſay alſo with equa} Senſt and 


- They aſſert the Divinity of Chriſt in the fame 
Manner alſo. We do not reckon (ſay the Socini- 
<a; ) of the Lord Chriſt, as but a Creature: He 
is God and Man. The Divinity doch /o inhabit 
© the Humanity of Chriſt; doth /o exert in it the 
© moſt glorious Effects of Omnipotence and Omni- 
©: ſcience ; that if others have been calꝰd God, be- 
<' cauſe they repreſented GOD; Chrift is to be fo 
©call'd; becauſe he exhibits GOD? + 
Neither wil} there be the leaſt Difference in the 


Aﬀairc of Worſhip, as the ſame Author obſerves, 


1 


p. 23. As we accord (ſays he). with the Catholick 


Church in the Article of the Trinity; fo alſo in 
< that of the Incarnation, or the Divinity of our 
© Saviour. For when the Church ſays, the Lord 
©Chrift is GOD, when the tvorſhips him, invocates 


© him, imputes to him the Creation of all Things : 


© Nothing of all this is intended of his Humanity, 
© of to his Humanity, but to the Indwelling Divi- 
© nity.” Nay the Socinians are more Orthodox than 
many that now glory in this Title: For the Uni- 
Iten allow the erernal Generation of the Loges, 
Son, or Wiſdom,” Jbid. p. 306. 

The Sum is: The Scerneans, and the Orthodox, 
being agreed in this Principle, {chat the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, are one ſingle Spirit, having one in- 
dividual Underſtanding and Will] there cannot pol- 
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ibly be any material Differeuge, between then, 28 
to any other part of the Doctrine: and, whethe 
the Sacred Three are calfd Per ſons, „ Attri- 


butes, Relations, Diſtinctions, or what elſe, you can 
name them; the Socinians, ànd even ems, Mabome 
tans, and Heathens, who beligye in G OD, can fay, 
ind believe the ſame.. And I here call upon Dr. W 
terland, Dr. Knight, the Subſcribers at Landen, an 
the Aſſembly of Devon, to declare againſt the Sabel- 
lian or Socinian Error, and. — 4. the World the 
Difference between this, and their own Doctrine, if 
there be any; or, if not, honeſtly to own the 
Agreement; that the People may be no. longer car» 
ried away with the Name of Orthodoxy, into the 
worſt of Errors relating to the Holy. Trinity. .. 
As the Socinians, and the Defenders of the com- 
mon Faith, agree exactly in the Notion it ſelf ; ſo 
there is no great Difference between them in the In- 
ter pretation and Application of particular Texts of 
Holy Scripture relating to it. y are agreed in 
explaining, Is the Beginning was the Mord, and 
the Word was .God : all things were made by him, I 
ir are one, Over all God bleſſed for euer, &c. 
I know indeed, the Socinians, or Sabellians, refer ſome 
few Texts to the human Nature of Chrift, which the 
orthodox apply to the Divine: But their Scheme. 
does not oblige them to this Difference; and ſo they 
may eaſily come to an Agreement herein alſo. And 
it would be no Difficulty to prove (if this were a fit 
7 Place for it) that Dr. Vaterland himſelf in particu- 
z. Iker, both in his Notions and Interpretations, is no 
? I better, at Botrom, than a Socinian, notwithſtanding. 
bis ſevere Cenſure of ſuch. For he makes it the di- 
ſtinguiſhing Character of an Aria (wbich he would 
not be thought to be) to hold the WORD to be 
x diſtin Spirit from GOD the Faber? 40d 


| # Profiice 6 Eight Sermons, p. 29. 
C 


then, 


1 (28) 
; | „ 
then, to be ſure, he believes the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt, to be one ſingle Spirit, which is the 
only Point the Socinian contend for. 
Foraſmuch as whoever holds the Three Divine 
Perſons to be one Spirit, is a Socinian; All, I hope, 
will own, that this Principle is falſe ; and conſe. 
quently, that they are three diſtinct Spirits. And, 
if they are three Beings, or Spirits, they muſt either 
be equal and coordinate; or elſe, two of them muſt 
be ſubordinate to the other. The former cannot be, 
fince then they would be Three GODS: It re- 
| mains therefore, that the Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are 
real Beings ſubordinate to G O D, even the Father, 
j who is ſupreme over all. 5 
lt is amazing to ſee what Injury the pretended Or- 
thodox have done to the Scripture Doctrine of the 
Iucarnation. After all they ſay, which looks like 
an Acknowledgement of a real Incarnation, every | 
one knows they mean no ſuch Thing, For ſurely 
they, who call the Divine WO R D, the Supreme | 
GOD, will not, dare not ſay, that he ſuffer d. 
Mr. Baxter prudently cautions againſt this Error, 
Reaſons of the Chriſtian Religion, p. 378. © Think pot 
© (fays he) that God was turn'd into Man, nor yet, MW | 
© that chere was the leaſt real Change upon the Deity 
© by the lacarnation : nor the leaſt real Abaſement, 
© Diſhonour, Loſs, Injury, or Suffering to it thete- 1 
by: For All theſe are not to be call'd Difficulties, 
but Impoſſibilities, and Blaſphemies. * And then a 
what is become of the Adorable Myſtery of our Sa- t 
viour's Condeſcention, of which the Scriptures ſpeak I 
Jo much? According to the common, that is, the WW 
Socinian Notion, Feſus Chriſt was'a mere Man as 
other Men are, only perfectly Holy, and endow'd 
by GOD with a greater Meaſure of Knowledge, 
Wiſdom, and Power than other Men. For this is all 
the Socinians can mean, by ſaying, * The Word, or 
Supreme God, influenced, actuated, or dine 
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him. And l appeal to any one, whether that Je/as, 
whom Socinus repreſents as dying, be not fully as 
high, honourable, and meritorious, as thet mere 
Man, whom the Orthodox ſuppoſe to Suffer? And 
then where is the infinite Satis ſatt ian of which they 


talk ſo much, when he that ſuffer' d, was, .accord< 
ing to them, a mere Man, related to Gdꝰ 

I have now explain'd the Doctrine commonly re- 
ceiv'd among Writers and learned Men, in the Points 
of the Trinity and Incarnation; and have ſhewnjir . 
to be downright Socinian. But I muſt do the World 
the Juſtice, to obſerve, that this is not, or, at leaſt 
was not, till very lately, the Opinion of the Peapk 
who had not ſtudied Controver 


the Farher; while they call him, Father, Son, and 


Holy 


